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resources in Utah. Individual state and federal agencies may, and often do, estiabiistwn

internal guidelines for cultural compliance, and it is the responsibility of the consultant to meet a
exceed those standards, which will likely be more exacting than those described within.
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UTSHPO Archaeological Compliance Guide (8/7/2018)

Chapter 1: Introduction

This guidance document is created in hopes of collating all the expectationsdfaheState Historic
Preservation Offie UTSHP¥for completing an expeditious and adequate review of cultural resources
compliance projects. The UTSHPO recognizes that in both state and federal lagerticas hold the
most authority in setting standards and expectatipasd this documents not meant to supersede their
instructionbut to merely augment and support ¢iir direction. Any questions bgonsultans and
proponents on any guidance in this document should be routed first through the responsible state or
federal agency, orinsomé a S& RANBOGt & G2 GKS ! GFIK 5A@AaAzy 27
the Utah State Historic Preservation Office Staff. UTSHPO hopes this document will assist agencies,
proponents, and cultural resource practitioners to understand the basics efingecompliance with

the UTSHPO.

Staff

For projects with an archaeological component needing cultural resource reléasepcontact Dr. Chris
Merritt (Deputy SHPO and Antiquities Section coordinateor questions on Archaeological Records
please use¢he dedicated email addresschrecords@utah.goand Arie Leeflang (Archaeological
Records Managégior Deb Miller (Assistant Records Manager) will respond to your query. For general
guestions on the status of cas or to obtain copies of old compliance documentation please contact
anyone listed below.

For projects that are disturbing the ground or may affect archaeological resources:

Chris Merritt Elizabeth Hora

300 S. Rio Grande Street 300 S. Rio Grande Street
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 Salt Lake City, Utah 84101
Phone: 8012457263 Phone: 8012457241

Fax: 801533-3503 Fax: 801533-3503

For projects affecting historgtructures:
Chris Hansen

300 S. Rio Grande Street

Salt Lake City, UtaB4101

Phone: 8012457239

Fax: 801533-3503

For UDOZelated projects affecting historic structures:
Cory Jensen

300 S. Rio Grande Street

Salt Lake City, UtaB4101

Phone: 8012457242

Fax: 801533-3503
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Chapter 2: Consultation Process

The UTSHPO reviews projects under two authorities, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act(NHPAKodified in 36 CFR800 for federal undertakings and the Utah Code Annot&eD8 for

state undertakings. Both processes are similar to each othign the only major differencéeing how
adverse effects are resolveBederal and@ate authorities feel that higiric and archaeological

resources are important to the history of our communities and need to be taken into account during
projects.The ole of the UTSHPO is to provide technical assistance and advice to communities,
individuak and agencies antb provide a formal review for state and federal undertakings. UTSHPO
livesbyil KS Y2402 aSIFNIe& | yR 2 7F;ih8sfaff areupen fodiisciskiagndahy F2 NJ |
gueries well in advance of a project being submitted to the office for review. Whatnoboe some

basic guidance on the process.

What Is an Undertaking?
'y adzy RSNIF{Ay3a¢é Aa GKS oFaiao aidlNIAy3a LRAYyOG G2 |
cultural resources compliae law. According to 36CFR800.16(y) a federal agency ismsifje to
comply with the provisions of Section 106 of the NHPA when:

any project, activity, or prograifis] funded in whole or in part under the direct or

indirect jurisdiction of a Federal agency, including those carried out by or on behalf of a

Federdagency; those carried out with Federal financial assistance; those requiring a

Federal permit, license or approval; and those subject to State or local regulation

administered pursuant to a delegation or approval by a Federal agency.
Alternately, UCABn nnom0o6l 0 &aidl GdSa GKIGd 4a6SF2NB SELSYRAYy3 |
undertakinggé S OK adlF dS F3Syoe gAtft GF1S Aya2 | 002dzyi A
guestion on whether a proposed action falls under either state or fedenglgiease contact the
UTSHPO.

Who Consults?

Under bothstate andfederal cultural resource lawsach @ency is responsible for completing their
compliance obligations. Proponents, archaeologioalsultans, individuals, or state agencies receiving
federal monies are nothe legallyresponsibleparty for completing the processor areallowed to

directly consult with the UTSHP@nless there is a preexisting agreement delegating that responsibility.
All formal consultation communications with the UTSHRQuKI come from a responsibdgency and
should be signed by the Agency Official, or the person with authority to sign agreements and take
responsibility for actions. If there is a question ohighagency or who within an agency is the signature
responsilility, please contact the UTSHPO. Formal communicationsdrgrane other than the Agency
and Agency Official will be returned unless there is an agreement otherwise.

Defining the Area of Potential Effects

As described in 36CFR800.16(d), an Areaof Potert 9 FFSOGazx 2NJ !t 93X Aa auKS
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of
KA&aG2NRO PRIKEBLWS MRVIARSHAY I GKS dzy RSN itid chiieARa SFFSO

think in three dimensions. For example, a housing project may be on a vacant lot with no standing
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architecture, but will require excavation of several feet of soil and possibly encounter subsurface
archaeological material§here may also ban extersion of utilities into the property or staging areas

for equipment, etc. An agency is responsible for defining all aspects of a project into an area of potential
effects (APE) in consultatiotdowever, per 36CFR800.4(g), multiple steps in the process loeuld
O2yRSy&SR (2 SELSRAGS (GKS LINROSaa ala tz2y3 | &
2L NIdzyAGe (2 SELINBaa (GKSAN OASH&EE D-8L0KEWNE Aa y2
UTSHPO urges state agencies to discuss the ARPBterested parties.

9EGSYRAY3 0Sé2yR I LKeaArAOlt STFFSOG=T FTSRSNIE fl1 6 N
atmospheric and visual effects as well. For example, installatiarigih-voltage transmission line

throughthe grounds of a histric monastery would not have a physicahsequence to any standing

buildings but could potentially affect the overall setting and feeliofighe sitewith visual effectand

throughthe humming and crackling.

Agencies must consult the UTSHPO for daditine APE of an undertakirigor simple projects this can
oftentimes be rolled into the final submission packir complex undertakingsgencies ararged to
contact the UTSHPO before identification efforts begin.

Eligibility & Effect

Atfter defining he APE, the Agency is responsible to conduct identification efforts (See Chapter 3 and 4

for more details) to determind cultural resources are present within the APHore specifically, both

state and federal law requires that agersigke into accoun  KS SINPE8Q D& Qay WKA & (G 2 NX
propertiesQ 2 NJ 1 K24S o0dzZAf RAy3as adNHzOGdzZNBAX Rik#&a NAOGax
National Register of Historic Plad®&RHP) After completing identification efforts, there could likdde

' ydzZYoSNJ 2F Odzf GdzNI £ NBa2dzNOSa R 2a9saviSwilliikeiRbeo dzi  y 2 G
RS SNXAYSR .£dbaency Sdspoasiblddr rBviewing the identified resources, determining

their status for the NRHRnd askingforK S ! ¢ { I t hQa O2y OdzZNNBYyOS ¢A 0K (K2,
are numerous guidance documents, bulletins, and training courses available for judging the eligibility of

cultural resources and how to understand the effect of an undertaking on those resouraadyshe

minimum will be covered in this section.

Both prehistoric and historiperiod archaeological historic resources should be judged by all four of the
NRHP criteria at the local, state, and national levels of significaBeethéd G A2y I £ t I NJ { SN/
Bulletin 15for the NRHP criteria and its application

After determining the nature of the resources and historic properties within the APE, the agency is
responsible for determiimg the effect of the project on those properties. There is significant variability
with projects and effect determinations, and any questions on thresholds showdrmdered through
dealing withthe UTSHPO and other consulting parties through consoittatAvoidancef historic
propertiesis always the preferred option, but we realize that it is not always feasible.


http://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/
http://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/

Inadvertent or Unanticipated Discoveries

If background researchnistoric map reviews, oral historieindings from previous projectsfc.) or
other information suggests a potential to encounter previously undocumented subsurface
archaeological deposits during an undertakitingg UTSHP®ighly encourages the Agency to incluae
discovery clause to all contracts. An exanghteovery clase(seebelow) should be included in all
Scopes of Work and contradty State undertakingso that all parties are aware of the potential:

Discovery Clause: If duriggound disturbing activitycontractors encounter any
subsurface archaeological depsincluding, but not limited to, prehistoric artifacts or
features (pithouses, charcoal staining from hearths, etwimnan remainshistoric

building foundations or walls, outhouse/privies, or dense trash deposits, work must be
halted within 50' of the &covery and notification made to the responsible Ageitye
Agency will continue to halt wonlntil an assessment of the discovery is completed by
the agencyor a Stateand/or Federallypermitted archaeologisand discussions with the
Utah State Histod Preservation Office (UTSHPID)hediscoveryis considered a
significant, ora National Register Eligible property, tagencywill coordinatethe

mitigation of the discoveryith the UTSHPO.

The taining of private excavateor building contractor®n archaeological discovery potential
is wellworth the investment in time and effort to avoid inadvertent adverse effects.

What Is in the Agency Letter ?

An agency letter is the formal statement, or determination, of the responsible Agency Officialywsual
S5ANBOG2NI 2N F62@S0 NBIAFNRAY I QurrehtiNBn® $hOfetedal STTFSOG a
Communications CommissigRCChas authority to delegate their Section 106 duties to corporations or
individuals. Thus, other than an FCC casagalhcyletters received by UTSHPO for review should be

from a designated Federal Agency Official, as described in 36 CFR8@0.2¢ah a responsible state

agency for undertakings under UC8904. UTSHPO does not review requests for concurrence on
determinations of effect and eligibility for any individuals or organizations that do not meet those
specifications. Any report and letter received fromwmrecognized Federal or State Agency Official will

be returned.

Theagencyletter should clearlynclude at the minimum, the lead agency, associated agencies and
other pertinent consulting parties description of the undertakingts locationand APEnventory

methods andesults and a formal determination of effect and eligibility, as necesdany.eae of

review, the UTSHPO requests that all sites and their eligibilities be included in a single table within the
agencyetter. Finally, we require a map to be included with the letter that illustrates the APE and its
relative location in the state, gendhawith a topographic map background. Insufficient quality maps
may result in the consultation package being returned or a request for clarification.

Many individuals confiesthe Utah SHPO Cover Page with the ageettet. These are distinctly
different legal documents that live idifferent record series. Thegancy letter should summarize all
pertinent details of the project and the eligibilities and effects, as this document is the legal statement



by the Agency Official pursuant to cultural resouiaes and lives in the appropriate case fildJtah
SHPO Cover Sheet is an internal tracking form for use as a data quality tool to ensure the Records Staff
receive all pertinent and required information and lives with the repodt the case file.

If you are responding to a letter from UTSHPO regarding a previously submitted report, please ensure
that you include the Section 106 Case # that was included on our correspondence. It will appear as Case
# YeafNumber, €.9.Case #: 1:8100). This is how UTSBIRracks correspondence regarding compliance
projects, and failure to include this information leads to our staff trying to find the right project using

other information, such as project title, etc. The more detail ganprovide the better we can respad

to your queries.If you have an internal tracking name @anumber that you want us to reference in

response letters, please include that information and clearly call it®egthe following page for an

example agency lettgif more examples are neled, please email & TSHPGtaff member)

Checking Status of Cases

The UTSHPO has a@y statutory turnaround time for reviewing consultation packets, and this clock
begins when the&eompletepackage arrives at our office. Generally, the UTSHPO aspicesplete all
reviews within a 1&lay turnaround time, but that is not always possible with large and complex
projects. It is highly unlikely that constantly checking in the status of your project with UTSHPO
reviewers will aid in its expeditious reviewdis not helpful. In an average year, the UTSHPO reviews
approximately 1,700 projects, some with multiple requests for comments. We are responsive to the
needs of agencies and will do our best to move through the process as quickly as possible. Raibviding
the pertinent information in the format, quality, and organization outlined in this document will assist in
a timely review for your project.

With deployment of the new electronic Section 106 online system, there is an online public viewer
where anyor can review the status of a case without any login or credentigds.
community.utah.gov/e106o access the viewer. Please note that projects received at the UTRiitlPO

to Nov 28, 2017 may not be available online. Please contact a UTSHPO staff member for assistance for
older consultation.



file:///C:/Users/aleeflang/Downloads/community.utah.gov/e106

Example Agency Letter (Federal Undertaking)

Dear [SHPO Reviewer]

AsAgencyOfficial per purposes 6# U.S.C. 406108 (commypnEferred to asSection 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act), we wish to consult with you pursuant to 36CFR800.3(g) about the proposed undertakings,
approval of leases for well pads and grants of easement for associated access roads andsfipedjeet No.
U12MX0255, on lands administered by the [Agency] in [CounEyie area of potential effects includes all pad
locations, easement, access road and pipeline corridors and comprises an area of [Acres].

In consultation with [list any additioh@onsulting parties or agencies] as identified in 36CFR800.3, we have mad
reasonable and good faith effort to carry out appropriate identification efforts as prescribed in 36CFR800.4 ana
have gathered sufficient information to evaluate the eligibibfythe identified properties for the National Register
of Historic Places (National Registédentification efforts included an intensiyeedestrianinventory of [Acres]

and identified [Number of Resources] cultural resourdesluding [Numberhistoricproperties. Documentation

of this finding is provided in the enclosed report:

U12MX0255i,s: [Insert Bibliographic Referettt accompanies the agency letter]

It is our opinion that application of the National Register criteria has the following sesult

Site Number Type Eligible | Criteria Effect
42XX01111 Canal Yes A, C No Adverse
42XX01122 Lithic Scatter No None | No Historic Propertieg
42XX01133| Historic Trash Dumy Yes D No Historic Properties
The proposed undertaking will avoid by project designbbK nH:- - TMMHH YR NH- - 1MMO

iKdza GKS ®! 3Sy0ee RSGSNN¥AYSa ab2 1 Aa02NRO t NRLISNI

A road will cross 42XX01111, a historic canal, on an existing bridge that will need to be widenedunfatesl.

As the proposed widening and use of road does not significantly affect the character defining features of the
LINPLISNIi &> y2NJ RAYAYyAaK Ada StAIAoAtAGE F2NJGKS bl
property.
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We concludethat RSGSNXYAY LI GA2Yy 2F ab2 ! ROSNARS 9FFSOG¢ LizN& dzt y i

undertakings, as the projects will not alter those characteristics of the historic property that qualify it for the
National Register.

As required at 36 CFR800.5(c), ave submitting documentation of this finding of eligibility and effect and await

your response within thirty days of receipt. We trust you will agree with this finding and seek concurrence that the

Section 106 consultation process has been successfutipleted for the subject undertaking.

If there are any questions, please contact [Agency Official or Archaeologist].

Sincerely, \ Agency Offials must sign the agency lettexych as a
[Agency Official SignW responsible person at a Field Office Manager, Director, or
_ » other highlevel position (rarely a cultural resources specialis




Chapter 3: Pre-Fieldwork

The UTSHPO feels that the most important component of any archaedllegideavor is the work
completed before any fieldwork actually commences. Collecting all permissions and permits and
completing a prefield literature and historical research review is critical to the successful completion of
the Section 106 or-8-404 piocess. A literature review should provide the agency emtbultantwith a
oFaAaAd 1y2¢6fSR3IAS 2F (GKS I NBFIQa &aLISOATAO NBaz2dz2NDSa:x
Prefield research is more than consulian of General Land Office maps, Istibuld be a
comprehensiveeview of existingrehistoric anchistoric narratives andummaries to guide

identification efforts and eligibility discussions through a thorough understanding of contexts. Agencies
will likely have specific prield guidanceand the UTSHPO guidance does not supersede those
requirements and standards.

Permitting

There are numerous permits and authorizations required to complete archaeological research,
fieldwork, and data recovery. It is the responsibility of toasultantor private individual to follow all
pertinent state and federal guidelines. If you areamsultantworking on federal or state lands, the first

call should be to the managing agency and their archaeologist to determine what steps you need to take
to gain rmission to enter their lands for archaeological inventory or research. Failure to follow proper
permitting and authorizations could lead to civil and criminal penalties.

More specifically, the State of Utah has its own permitting process for archae@&®pdytah
Administrative Code-8-305(5) and Rule R694, the Public Lands Policy Coordination Office (PLPCO)
oversees archaeological permittiog Statelands There are two separate archaeological permits
offered through PLPCO:

9 Principal Investigator todhduct Archaeological Surveyssued to qualified individuals to
conduct surveys on state lang 9-8-305) and is required by the Antiquities Section of the Utah
Division ofState History to access archaeology site files and receive site and project numbers.

9 Archaeological Excavation/Da®ecovery: Issued to PLREEmMiItted principal investigators
who need to perform testing or excavation of archaeological resources onlatats.

General qualifications for a PLPCO Principal Investigator Permit holder include a graduate degree in
anthropology, archeology or histargt least one year of futime professional experience, and at least
one year of field and analytical experienion Utah archaeologyAdministrativeRule R6941-1 does allow
for submission of evidence of significant ability to design and execute a research project in lieu of a
graduate degree to acquire a permit. Application materials and procedures, along withdetiled
information on the permitting procesare located on thePLPCO Archaeological Permitimngpsite.

That same website includes a listing dfeetive PLPCO permit holders:
http://publiclands.utah.gov/archaeology/

The Antiquities Section of the Utah Division of State History regaifL.PCO permit in order to access
on-site archaeological records or to work with the online datawee Sego (previousliPreservation

7
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Pro® ¢K2aS O2YLX SGAYy3 | FAES aSINOK INB ftft28SR (s
authority with preapproval with theAntiquitiesSectionand consent from the PLPCO permit holder
This requirement does not @lude federal archaeologists.

How to Request an Organizational Code

Organizations submitting archaeological reports in Utah need an IMACS Survey Organization Code. This
code is a two letter/digit sequence assigned as part of the now defunct Intermountaiguities

/ 2YLIzG SN {@8adGSY oLa!/ {0 6KAOK ! NOKI S2f238 wSO2NRA
records. If you are unsure if your organization already has an IMACS code please check with Archaeology
Recordsdrchrecords@utah.ggvEven though IMACS has been officially replaced as the standard
archaeological site form for Utah, the IMACS Organization Code is still an important component of

project tracking.

If your organization has not yet receivad IMACS code, please contact the Archaeology Records for
assignment with the following information:
9 hNBFYATlIGA2YyQa YyIYS YR IR
T bFYS 2F @2dz2NJ 2NBFIYAT FGA2yQa
holder (including the PI1 #)
Note: we will only assign IMACS codes to organizations currently working in the State of Utah.

8820AFGSR t[t/h |

Report Number Assignment

Most state and federal agencies in Utah require a State Report Number be assigned to a project prior to
on-the-ground work starting. This &statewide, crosagency number that helps the Antiquities Section
manage and track archaeological reports in Utah. Report numbers are only assigned to projects led by
an individual with a State of Utah Public Lands policy Coordinating Office Archaablrijicipal

Investigator Permit.

State Report Numbers are obtained prior to fieldwork and can be received by contacting Archaeology
Recordsdrchrecords@utah.ggv The followng pertinent information must be provided:
1 Organization name
Project name or report title
t NAYOALI & Ay @SadAdalrd2NRa yrYS 60AyOtdzZRAY3 t[t/h
CAStR &dzLSNWA&a2NRa ylYS
County(ies) involved
Landowner(s) (e.g. private; state; BLM; county; etc).

= =4 =4 -4 4

Report numbers are assigned to the following:
1 Archaeological surveys (class Il and Il)
1 Monitoring projects with discoveries.
1 Excavations or testing.
1 Site recordings where a report is generated.

Report numbers areot assigned to the following (with exceptis):
1 Class | literature searches
1 Monitoring projects without discoveries.


mailto:archrecords@utah.gov
file:///C:/Users/aleeflang/Downloads/archrecords@utah.gov

1 Site recordings where a report is not generated.

New report numbersnustbe requested for addendum reports. Reusing previous report numbers for
new, distinct report submissionsti®t acceptable. This assures a full accounting of all reports associated
with an existing project

Literature Review

The Antiquities Section is happy to help facilitate records searches for archaeologists at our Rio Grande
office. Please refer to your lahmanaging agency, or contract holder, concerning your literature search
requirements and needsDue to the protected nature of the archaeology recqnde require sState of

Utah Archaeologicald?mit administered by PLPG@r accessexcept for federal archaeologists the
Records program is only partially funded by state and federal funds, fees are assessed to access the
records. Please contact the Records staff for the current fee scheaglieh is included in Appendix B as
well.

All archaeological site forms amganyarchaeological reports held by the Antiquities Section are
scanned and available online through our secured data management system kn&vaseais/ation Pro.
We are in the process of updating this systesth entirely newinfrastructure Contact Archaeology
Recordsdrchrecords@utah.ggvor more information about this system. Records not scanned can be
accessed onsite at our Salt Lake City office via appointmerdrghaecords@utah.gdvand according

to the current fee scheduleAppendix B.

A staff performed GIS search of an area of interest is not required for UTSHPO consulth}ian if

search is completed using Se@®)if the consulting agety agrees an@B)if pertinent landowner and

other related records are also thoroughly searched. If requested, Archaeology Records staff will
complete a spatial search of a specified area according to the current fee schadpénglix B. To

complete thesearch, staff requires a shapefile or other spatial reference and will, in return, deliver a
simple list of intersecting archaeological sites and projects for patron retrieval from Sego. GIS data cuts
on a PLSS section basis are available according tutrent fee scheduleAppendix B. Payments for
records services are made online by credit card via payment link provided by Archaeology Records.

UTSHP@lways recommensichecking the records @he land managing agency landowne for
information potentally missing from our filesThere are often recordhat were not submitted,
misfiled/plotted in our records, or just plain missing from our collection.

Another lesson learned through past experiences with archaeological compliance projects is the
necesity of a periodic completion of a second (or more) file search if a project lingers for several years.
For instance, a large scale linear undertaking completed a file search ind2@@8e actual

implementation did not occur until 2014. In the intervegj periodthere were a number of additional
surveys and documented sites within the APE that could have informed project implementation.
Identification of additional resources within a previously completed inventory and file search boundary
maycreate conplications and delays in projects.


https://publiclands.utah.gov/archaeology/
https://publiclands.utah.gov/archaeology/
mailto:archrecords@utah.gov
mailto:archrecords@utah.gov

Finally, a literature review is a critically important step in completing the compliance process. Many
consultans complete a minimum level of report review (largely a tally of basic bibliographic
information). This isldwed logic and project planning as many projects might have completed
inventories using noistandard methodology, excluded areas from survey that might not display well in
GIS layers, indicated site leads within the past project area or directly adjacarther potentially
significant information that a simple bibliographic effort would fail to identify. For many past reports
entire grazing allotment might have been displayed by an agency as being inventoriednaen the

report makes it cleathat only a selected area(s) was intensively inventoried. In this example, GIS might
display a block inventory when in reality there is only a small area that was surveyed. File searches at
UtahSHPGandthe agency should be comprehensive, not a simpkckhox exercise.

Sego (Previously Preservation Pro)

The Antiquities Section can provide accesthto5 S LI NI YSy 4 2F | SNAGF3IS FyR ! N
mapping and content management systefego Access t&egoPro is limited to individualsoldinga
PLPCOrghaeology Permiandindividuak working directly under such an individual, with both the
{SOGA2yQa @SHGAY3 I Yy RFedekaSagendy dhdedlogiki® carR & iest accdsd dsINE O |
well without a PLPCO permit requiremexttcording to agencyada sharing agreementsSubscriptions

arechargdo & dzaSNJ I YR NXzy &St NI & 2-JuneB0k Rordtad subssriptionsT A & O f
to Sego are not available at this tim8egoprovidesF 0O0S&aa (2 | YILI GASHGSNI 2F (K
archaeology & dataset and currently scanned documents. Allgfl, 2018 approximately98% of the
{SOGA2YQa | NOKI S2t R o&X(BTFTTAKE OSOUSOYyRAY Il NOKI S2
been scanned andre available toSegausers. The map viewe@rovides visual access to the GIS layers

but GIS datasets are not available for download. Users are welcome to take screenshots for future

reference or external GIS digitization

Use ofSegowill not meet your complete literature search needs. The tH#ckvailable digital reports

and the site forms from certain counties likely necessitates an onsite search to the Antiquities Section

and/or visit to land managing agencies. Additionally, while the Section works hard to quickly GIS digitize

all incomingreports andsites a digitization backlog is a reality and may lead to an underrepresentation

2T NBaz2dz2NDSa 2N LINBGA2dza Ayg@SadAadalridrzyao ¢tKS {SO
and prehistoric research will likely be required basedrmugour expertise and area of investigation. As

previously stated, Antiquities always recommends checking with pertinent landeviorenecordsthat

aremissing owere never submitted to the SectiofPlease see the previous section on Literature

Review.

Historic Research

Many archaeologists fail to employ historic research in a manner appropriate to the expectations of the
compliance process. Thorough historical research is not limited to merely a summary review of General
Land Office mapsAbroader suiteof materialsis available in paper fornn archives, courthouses, or

libraries and in freely available digital formats. All of these resources should be part of a normal pre
field research and the podield reporting and eligibility discussions. Invegttime before fieldwork will
assist in identifying and understanding the nature of sites encountered during inventogyravidesa
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better context for judging site eligibilitief. would be an expectation that every archaeological site form
documentinga homestead or itinerant occupation will have minimally reviewed the GLO plats, land
patent records, and any relevant secondary historic research. Without this contextual information and
research into individuajst is not truly possible to assess sit@gility under all criteria.

Appendix G includes a list of available online historic resources appropriate toAlkahseveral
archaeologists have demonstrated the utility of completing historic research even for prehistoric topics.
For instance, Je&r { LJI {281R)Sdkaviewing early archaeological expeditions to Utah in the
1920s1930s has identified dozens of undocumented sites, and Signins (2@1Zr&véew of surveying
notes located Fremonrperiod canalsWhile both of these projects amesearch and not compliance

driven, the overall relevancy of referring to historic documents for prehistoric sites is germane for some
situations.

Spangler, Jerry D., 2012. The Archaeologists of Nine Mile Canyon: Serendipity, Science and an
American Treage. University of Utah Press: Salt Lake City.

Simms, Steven RChimalis Kuehn, N.K. Harrison. 2012. The Archaeology of Fremont Irrigation.
Poster Presentation, 33Great Basin Anthropological Conference, Stateline, Nevada.

Permissions

Responsibility fogaining appropriate permissions to access state, federal, or private lands is solely upon
the consultantor individual. Failure to gain proper permissions before entering lands could lead to
potential state and federal penalties at the discretion of thed managing agency. If there is a question
onwho to contactat these agencies for gaining land ac¢éss UtahSHP@anassistin directing the

query to an appropriate party.
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Chapter 4: Fieldwork

As noted elsewhere in thdocument, specifie of fieldwork need to be coordinated with the

appropriate responsible and/or land managing agency.cbasultans, any alteration to field methods
needs to be discussed solely between the Agency and the UTSHPO and other consulting parties.
Agencies neetb consult with the UTSHPO before any alteration of identification strategies beyond the
well-accepted norms detailed below. Submission of a report and site formstkalifferent than the
details below without prior consultation will be rejected for @uftation purposes. Please feel free to
contact the UTSHPO and Agencies to discuss any unclear aspect of guidance regarding fieldwork
expectations.

Inventory Methods

Completion of a pedestrian survey is the most common means of identifying archaeoiigisah

Utah, though some use of remote sensing and limited test excavations have been employed to assist in
those efforts. Some basic rules of thumb for completion of archaeological inventories in Utah are below

1 15meter transect spacing scommonlyaccepted transecstandardin Utah Alteration of this
spacingwhich may be appropriate in certain circumstancss) necessitate consultation
between the Agency and UTSHPO.

1 Any inventory over 10 years old will likely requirestgvey unless documentan of the
adequacy of that inventory is provided in advatgghe Agencyto UTSHPQnN only rare cases
should an agency submit a package to UTSHPO for formal consultation without first discussing
use of surveys over 10 years old and the rationale bethiatidecision.

1 All fieldwork and report writing need to be supervised by an archaeologist meeting the
{ SONB G NE 27 [|QffitéSoNFedddiizBMafagemghistantiRds for DG
federal archaeologist, droldinga valid PLPCO Principal Irtigestor Permit.

1 There are no site type exemptions from documentation in Utatlike other neighboring states.
All sites that meet the definition below must be documented on an appropriate archaeological
site form.

f DAGSyYy ! (I KQa 3 S yislitylit fs hok exgedied that an}BvenfoR walikl aise
shovel probes to identify archaeological sites.

9 Testing of archaeological sites during inventorgeserallydiscouraged by the UTSHPO, unless
there is question on the potential for theresence ofmportant data and/orsubsurface
deposits or the density of ground cover obscures visibitifycultural materialsSeveral federal
and state agencies in Utah possess formal policies regarding the testing of archaeological sites
for eligibility and extent

The UTSHPO recognizes three basic levels of identification efforts for histpésties, Class I, Il, and
I:

9 Literature Review.Reserved for the completion of a literature review of existing information
for the APE or other geographic area defiri®y the Agency and UTSHPO in consultation. This is
often a common exercise for the-fill development of an oil and gas field where an existing
well pad is being expanded and has already been inventoried.
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9 Class II: Reconnaissancelntuitive Survey.This covers any archaeologicalrveythat uses
transects greater than 15 metein spacingprojects that exclude areas from investigation due
to slope, wetlands, etcor for scientifically derived sample inventories of large block areas.
Report maps neetb clearly display the areas subjected to inventory at an intensive level (<15m
transect), reconnaissance/intuitive (>15m transect), and those areas excluded from inventory.
Surveys using over Ifeter transect spacing could be considered intensive, depatdholly
upon consultation with the UTSHPO before implementation per 36 CFR80@\d Ayency must
consult with the UTSHPO prior to completion of this type of inventdcyeage falling under
recon and intensive should be clearly articulated ontieSHB Cover Sheet and within the
report text.

1 Class llI: Intensiveedestrian SurveyThis is the most common type of archaeolog&alveyin
Utah, and is marked by the use of consistently spaced 15 meter transects (or less) across the
entire project area.lt is felt that this level of inventory is appropriate for most undertakings,
although if a specific projear areaseems to require a less intensive stratethyen the agency
should consult with the UTSHP®urveys using over Ifeter transect spacing ctd be
considered intensive, dependent wholly upon consultation with the UTSHPO before
implementation per 36CFR800.4(b).

Archaeological Site Definition

The UTSHPO does not articulate its own archaeological site definition, but instead ref¢henB&M

May dzI £ ywmmn &/ dzf GdzNJ f  ®diné gaditicleSsan the stafedapptoach FeNJ | (0 | K @
definition as a dogmatic and unchanging fixture in the landscape of archaeological pfaatittes is

not the case. There is no statute or regulation thaetishes the definition of an archaeological site

either nationally or within the state. However, the BLM site definition is the generally accepted standard
throughout the state acrossost land managinggencies.

Any alteration to this site definitioneeds to be completed in consultation between the Agency and the
¢{1th .9Chw9 FTAStRg2N] O2YYSyOSa | a arAiS RSTAYAL
of the Section 106 process. Any report received with an alteration of site definitioouwtighior

consultation will be returned until such time the issue is resolved.

All archaeological or historic properties that are over 50 years old and meet the following site definition
gAftf 06S NBO2NRSR 2y Iy | LILINDsitaNinitiorSs ad dliovs: F2 NY & ! (|

1 Atleast 10 artifacts of a single clasgy(debitage ceramics, glass, cans) withinh@ter

diameter area, except when all are from a single soueag.$ingle pot, bottle)
1 Atleast 15 artifacts of at leasto classes whin a 10meter diameter area.
1 One or more archaeological features in temporal association with any number of artifacts.
0 Asinglestructure or building such as a barn, concrete reservoir tank, or similar
construction,should be documented as a site amigets this definition.
9 Two or more temporally associated archaeological features without artifacts.
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The UTSHPO encouraglmcumentation of sites thafall below these thresholds if theonsultant

agency, oavocationalist feel# is important to formaly document a resource. Documentation of sites

below the above thresholds does not need fm@nsultation with the UTSHP8inally, the UTSHPO

SyO2dzN> 3Sa | WoSUGGSNI alrTS GKFYy a2NNRBQ YIYGOaNr F2NJ
guestionable in ager number and types of artifacts/features, it is best to document and provide to the

Agency andJTSHP@r review and comment.

Linear Sites

Linear sites (g.roads, canals, railroads, trails, etc.), have their own suite of guidance completed by the
Utah Professional Archaeologio@buncil (Appendix ey points from this document are that nearly all
linear sites should be documented as formal archaeological ditescritical to complete préield

research to ensure identification of features on tip@und while also ensuring that you do not check

out multiple numberdor a single resource

Guidelines and information on the recording of linear archaeological sites in Utah can beh&nend
The Utah State Historic Preservation Office (UTSHPO) has endorsed these guidelines.

Archaeology Records maintains a master detta$ named linear archaeological sites which can be
accessed through Sego. If you need a site number assigned to a linear resource please see the section
belowon How to Request Site Numbers. Some basic information about how linear site numbers are
manageal can be found below. Further questions can be directed to Archaeology Records
(archrecords@utah.gov).

1 Although a site number may have been assigned to a linear site, we may not yet have a copy of
a site form associated with the sitéf we do have a cop of a site form associated with the
linear site, it is possible (dikely) that the form does not directly record the segment you are
particularly interested in.

1 A complete archaeological literature search through Sego may not turn up all linear sitels fo
within your defined area. Although a number may be assigned to a linear site within your
project area, if a segment of the resource has not been directly recorded in your area it will not
turn up spatially in your search. Please conthdt UPAC lineagites guidelineso ensure all
linear resources are properly assessed.

f Wedo notassign segment numbers to linear siembers (e.g. 42T01077.3,
42T0O1077.4)When completing a site form for a segment of a linear site, the site number
daK2dZZ R 0S tA&A0SR 6A0GK GKS aAGS ydzYoSNJ FANRGEZ ¥
notdnu¢hmntTt &S HS&Nient nunibedefidingindtation following.Segment
numbers are not tracked or assigned by Antiquities.

1 The names provided in Sego are names provided by the archaeologist recording the
resource. Beyond theUTSHP©@onsultation process, Antiquities does not check theuaacy of
the names or the other recording issues beyond what was reported by the field archaeologist. If
you find an error please contact Archaeology Records.
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1 Consult with your land managing agency for additional specifics pertaining to linear resources
occurring on their land.

Isolated Finds

All cultural material that falls beloatatedsitethresholdsisNBE O2 NRSR a 'y aLaz2fl 4G4SR
be summarized in the text of any report as a table providing an individual Isolatedmzkr,

descriptionof cultural period, cultural affiliation, UTM coordinates and estimated date range. Each

isolated find should include at least one digital photograph. Per theeBIBHPO Protocol, isolated

finds as defined in this and the previous section limited todithébitage, individual tin cans or bottles,

will not be documented in any fashion.

Numerous agencies and archaeologists perpetuate the inappropriate perspective that isolated finds are
categorically not eligible for the National Register of Historic Blathile it is unclear where this

perspectiveK & AG&a 2NRAIAYX AG Aa Of SINIe SNNRyS2dza 3IABS
clear that isolated finds on a holistic view might shed important information on broad land use patterns

through projectile point distributions, reduction areas, itinerant historic/prehistoric encampments, etc.

Isolated finds are important and should be documented appropriately.

Site Number Assignments

The Archaeology Records staff maintains the statewide ledgarfiraeological site numberghe State

of Utah uses the standard Smithsonian trinomial site number system which defines the state number
(42=Utah), the county (e.g. KA=Kane), and a sequential number (e.g.Ts®numbering system is
recognized by theast majority of state and federal agencies and landownéts.do not assign blocks

of numbers for sites yeto-be discovered

If, as a result of fieldwork, archaeological sites are identified and will be reported, site numbers can be
requested from staff tarchrecords@utah.gov

We require basic information, including location, about a site prior to the assignment of a number. This
information assures sites are not double recorded under different numb&nsArclaeology Records
geodatabaser shapefildemplate Ehapefile templategeodatabase templajeis the preferred

submission method. Those not employing the template are required to provide the following
information in aspreadsheebr written in an emaiith an accompanying map:

Temp number

Date recorded

Site class (e.g. historic; prehistoric; ethnohistoric)
Site type

State Report Number

Name of site recorder

Site name (if appropriate)

=A =4 =4 4 4 -8 -4

The following references are ailable to assist in preparing your request:
1 Site number request geodatabase template
1 Site number request shapefile template
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ux_SZd6jHVoV4hJJC2fl2O90hxrpK9No/view?usp=sharing

1 Spreadsheet template
1 PDE tutorial

In the rare cases where GIS technology is not available to an individual or contractor, a digital map and
associated spreadsheet will be accepted.

Linear sites offer their own unique numbering issues, taedAntiquities Section maintains a master list
of these sitesPlease see the section above titled Linear Sites for more information on recording and
reporting linear siteslf you need to request Smithsonian site numbers for a linear gigase follov

the instructiondisted above, additionally including the resource name.

Do You Use aBuilding or an Archaeological Ste Form?

Perhaps the largest gray zone in site documentation and UTSHPO review is the presence of historic
period architectural elemets. A general rule within the UTSHPO to differentiate the use of an
ArchaeologicaBte Form or the Hisoric Site Form (for building® the presence or absence of a street
address. This is easily relatable for architectural properties within develofeth@areas, but

abandoned rural homesteads and communities may lack a formal address but still contain architecture
with a high degree of integrity.

The UTSHPO encourages use of the Historic Site Form (see Appendix E) for archaeological sites with
standingarchitecture, as defined by the presence of recognizableelathents abover Q G f £ & ¢ KA &
would be used in addition to the archaeological site form that would document the remainder of the

property. Use of adistoric Site Form (buildings$ encourged as it is structured to guide a recorder to

answer specific questions regarding architecture in a manner and format not found in general

archaeological site forms. Building forms are not a UTSHPO requirement for archaeological resources.

Documentation Expectations for Site Revisits

During archaeological inventoriegews oftentimes encounter previously documented sites within the
APEThe UTSHPO has no requirement of revisiting spaitiéis but it is expected that the Agency will
requirethe revisitof all previously documented NRHP eligible sites and undetermined/unevaluated sites
in the APE&t a minimum. Variation from this can be accomplished through both formal and informal
consultation with the UTSHPO, where rationale for alterations to thidejone can be discussed.

Updates to site documentation should be completed when any of the thresholds are met below:

Site recording is over }frars-old.

Notable changes to the site content structure wereidentified.
The &e could not be relocated avas destroyed.

Unrecorded segment of a linear site.

Change to National Register of Historic Places status.

=A =4 4 4 =9

Site updates need not be on full archaeological site forms but instead could be shortened forms with
only those aspects of the site being updafdvided for review. For example, each line on an
archaeologtal site form is numbered and thgpdated documentationcould merely provide théne
number andthe updatedinformation. Minimum requirements for site update is the site number,
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county, projet name andeport number, location date of revisitand any updated lines of data.
Beyond the submission of a site forms for updated sites, updated GIS data and tabular database
information (i.e. the UASF site spreadsheet) raguiredfor any updated $& similar to any newly
recorded site.

Ancient Human Remains Process

It ispossible innventory and/or data recovery excavations to encounter human reméigsu find

human remains, do not disturb them further. In Utah it is a third degree felony fporanexcept an

I NOKF S2ft23AaiGx GKS aSRAOIET 9EI YAYSNDRa 2FFAOS:T t1I 4
remove, conceal, or destroy human remains.

No matter what the age of the bones appears to be, leave them in place and call the local law
enforcementagenc). it Aa NBO2YYSYRSR (kvnin @ t2(F oli2hk\Ble RiA(E2Q3 BSANEY
remains are ancient and not on federal lanidsv enforcement will contact the Antiquities Section of

State History. For more information please visitp://heritage.utah.gov/history/humanremains

Human remains discovered on federally managed land will be treated consistent with all requirements
of NAGPRA and its implementing regulations at BR €C0.Human remains discovered on State, SITLA,
or privately owned land will be treated consistent with all requirements of applicable Utah State Laws
regarding the treatment of human remains including Utah Code Annotated (UEAY0J4, UCA B-

302, UCA-8-309, and UCA-9-401 et seq.

Chapter 5: Reporting

The UTSHPO has a series of expectations for reporting on archaeological inventories, testing, and data
recovery projects. All of the following standards have been the accepted proceduresrarattingin

Utah for many years, and it is expected thatcalhsultans and agencies will adhere to these guidelines.
Failure to meet these standards may lead to fsmmcurrence and/or return of submitted materials.

Currently, UTSHPO only acceghigital submissions of agency letters, reports, and site fofonsSection

106 or 98-404 consultationAll reports must be formally provided by an Agency, unless otherwise
discussed before submission with the UTSHPO.f & dz0 YA a4 adA 2y & Ydzidlectoric YI RS
Section 106 online portal, termed el@€or more information please refer to Chapter 6 and visit
community.utah.gov/e106

[N

Survey and Data Recovery Reporting

The Antiquities Section currently does not have a preferred format for reports, but generally the

LINE GAaA2ya AyOfdzRSR Ay ! LIWISYRAE W 2F GKS . dzNBIl dz 2
Cultural Resources, Handbook/Hvu m n1 ¢ hfis¥aNdwed(iThe agency managing the lands or

permitting an action may have specific requirements and expectations for reporting standards above

and beyond the UTSHPO, aha the responsibility of theonsultantto meet those standard€8eyond a

report, updated site forms, GIS data and updated tabular site database information (i.e. UASF site
spreadsheet) are required as part of the submission forsiietesting or data recovery
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General Report Guidance
Pertinent information and expectations of aisvey report will include:

UTSHPO Cover Sheghis is a required component of all data recovery or inventory resatmitted

to the UTSHPO, as this is the critical data sheet for tracking all projects entering the Antiquities Section.
A submission withat a UTSHPO Cover Page will be returned to the responsible agency or independent
party (for norcompliance related projectsT.heUT$HPO Cover Sheet is locategte with instructions

for its completion locatedhere. Pleasebundleyour project cover sheet the full pdf version of i

report.

Title Pagein order to properly track the significant connections of a survey report, the title page is
highly recommended to include at least the following information:
1 UTSHPO StaiReportNumber
o0 Each new undertaking should receive its ovewvmumber.
o0 Each new report should receive its own new number
Title (Same or similar to the title provided when requesting projechber)
Agency or Agencies
Author(s) and Organization(s)
Date
Internal organization project number (if appropriate)

=A =4 =4 4 =4

Nature o Proposed UndertakingRegardless of the results of the inventory, it is important to explicitly

state the nature of the proposed undertaking highlighting fpecific techniques and activities
LINELI2ZASR® C2NJ Ayaidl yOSs | yfuednads yN&mowving yeds adlS & ONRA 6 SR
AKNHz0 6 SNEE¢ A& Yy AyadzZFFAOASYUd RSAONALIIAZ2Y 2F GKS
proposed action. Is the project using heavy equipment? Hand tools? Piled burninggaisient? It is

impossible for tik UTSHPO to comment on an undertaking when it is not clear what the proposed action
entails. Each specific type of action has a different potential to effect historic properties.

Area of Potential Effect (APEAfter defining the proposed action, it$&condly important to account
for the most appropriate APE. Only after understanding the nature of the proposed action can you
adequately define the APE, aimdsome cases the ARfayreflect input from consulting partieg\lso
consider direct versus indict effects: for example, hile the direct footprint of a new transmission line
is rather small, the potential visual effect can extend much further, perhaps even miles, from the
proposed actionThe eport should include a specific description of the A&itl how the Agency
defined this area. Please ensure that if you have a linear APE or surveyarpeoperly define its
width for both documentation and our digitization efforts.

File and PreFHeld ResearchWhile most consultants and agencies ardlaffiat the file search

requirements of the UTSHPO, there is need to be more explicit in the buffer for the undertaking based
on the APE described above. UTSHPO prefeiz-mile buffer for all file searches, but that buffer may

be inappropriate for the ptential visual effects of a transmission line, og@hmine, or other similar
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action. In addition to the standard file search, the report should also include an appropriate amount of
detail on the primary or secondary historical reseactompletedbefore conducting inventory efforts.

This should be scaled to the nature of the undertaking, its location, and the potential for sites. While
General Land Office plats are good resources, these should usually not dytiestorical record
consulted.Aerial fhotography provide landscape level views of potential constructed prehistoric and/or
historic features, as well as topographic and geological features that can inform fieldwork.

Field Methods:This section of the repornhustinclude specific techniques useuring the inventory
process, including the description of survey intervailgyey corridor width (if a linear corridogreas of
reconnaissance versus intensive survey, areldgtfinitions. Currentlythere isno standard for site
definitions in Wah, but most agencies antbnsultans default to the Bureau of Land Management
Guidelines (2002). In addition, any alteration to routine inventory should be explicitly described
including, but not limited to, testing (shovel or auger probes), collectield iampling by portable XRF,
etc. If thereisanytesting or probing conducted, the report should include a separate section describing
the results of these activities on both a s#pecific and synthetic basiNo testing or surface collection

of a siteshould be done without prior consultation between the UTSHPO and the responsible Federal or
State Agencyif the survey corridor in a linear project does not match the previously described APE,
include the surveyed corridor width in meters.

The UTSHPOsal requess at least one or two photographic overviews of the project areas if possible,
especially for small projects or for those with a high potential of a visual effect (towers, transmission
lines, etc).

Project Maps & Geographic Information Systerf@sIS)UTSHPO understands that not all projects lend
GKSYaSt@Sa (2 o6S SlFLaate NBLNBaSyidSR 2y | 1dpQ
that project maps provide sufficient scale and detail to allow understanding of the APE, inventa@y area
and the location of the project within Utah. This includes a formally referehasd mapincludingthe
name ofthe quadrangle andhe year of publication.The &tual inventory area should be clearly
illustratedincluding variation in inventory intsity. Areas excluded from inventory, but still within the
APE, perhaps because they were inventoried withinléiseten years, should also be clearly defined.
Accompanying GIS information with the report is extremely useful, but should not be a stg&iita

good map. Please contact the Antiquities Records Office for more information on maps and GIS
submissios.

General Comments:

 While seemingha ¢ y-taineré ( K S aged®le®eNdnd report itself should make
specific reference to the agengr agenciesthe report is completed for, and under
what regulatory framework (Section 106 of the NHPA and/or Utah Ceg44(1).

1 Agenciegnustreview aconsultantreport before submission ttd TSHPO to ensurthe
attachment of all pertinent information, tt also to formally makeeterminationson
the recommendation®f consultans for eligibility and effect.

1 Reports should be free of major grammatical and spelling errors before arrival at the
UTSHPQConsultants andgencies must ensure that the produeteived by UTSHPO is
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of the highest quality. Any report that requires more than minimal editing by UTSHPO
will lead to return of the entire report for correctiomithout concurrence.

1 Agencies should work wittonsultans to ensure that the cultural conké portions of
reports are appropriate for the scale of the undertaking. It is not usually necessary to
have athick historiccontext for an inventory thatailed tolocate any cultural resources.
Fluffing up reports is not necessary and is not environméntriendly.

1 TheUTSHPO discourages copy/paste of site descriptions into reports. If you must
include that materialhowever, it is important to ensure that both the site form atig
report reflect the same information. Some examples exist of appargustreport
editing of site formswith failure to update the body of the text (or vieersa).

1 Please ensure you are following the Digital Submission Standards for the UTSHPO when
you provide digital data to your agency or our office.

1  When documentindpistoric buildings and structuregse the Historic Site Form in place
of, or in addition tothe archaeological site formvhere appropriate. Historic structures
identified on archaeological sites might be more adequately recorded on Historic Site
Forms tostandardize descriptions, thi final attachment to the archaeological si@m.

All site recording and reporting should be completed in consultation and compliance with relevant land
managing agencstandards and practicesVhere such standards do notatch those listed above
please contact us.

Negative Report Form

¢KS !¢{lth NBtSFaSR I abS3IFGAGBS wSLR3ubmisgchilYé Ay H
Class It Reconnaissandeevel Field Survey and Class liitensive Pedestrian Surnv&that are small in

nature and did not locate any archaeological resoufséses) UTSHPO noted rampant issues of

inappropriately large copy/paste cultural contexts were being provided for small negative inventories,

adding useless bulktosuchreport®& T £ £t SGAI S G HADSA wd d28 NI (| WEBNNWBRSE! L.
created and identifies only those portions of a normal report thagnecessary for completion of the

compliance process. It is hoped that all agencies in Utah will allow use of thisoforim costs and

wasted effort for small inventorieg.he provided form focuses consultants and agenaiggroviding

clear and concise information on project background, definition of Area of Potential Effects (APE),
identification strategies, and findgs. Removed from this form are lengthy cultural or historical contexts

and backgrounds that are not necessary for negative reghasoffer little to review or management

of cultural resources.

For the purposes of this form, the UTSHPO generally viswse for any project that iess tharb0
acres in size ankcks archaeological siteshis does allow for isolated finds to be identified and still use
this form, but those isolates will need to be discussed in the report.

Use of this form is up tthe individual agency, and theonsultantis encouraged to discuss use of the
Negative Report Form before submission to the agdRtyase email the UTSHPO Siaffa copy of the
Negative Report Form)
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Archaeological Site Form

Since the 1980s, all archaegists in Utalhaveused the IMACS formwhich created a consistent
documentation standard for nearly four decades. However, the IMACS was showing its age and was
deemed to be collecting information no longer necessary in the world of available Gliaydatafor
environment and geology. Thus,2017 all agencies agreed to switch officially to the Utah
Archaeological Site Form (UASReaders should be aware, howeyirat the United States Forest
Service (USFS) is creating a new agspegific Natioal Site Fan that will be required on National
Forests and Grassland§you are conducting work on USFS lands, make sure to coordinate with their
heritage specialists.

In February 2017, the Interagency Task Force, which includes leaders from stééelenad agencies

and UTSHPO, met and approved the official launch of the new archaeological site form for use in Utah.
Named the Utah Archaeology Site Form (UASF), this form is the current standard for documenting
archaeological resources in Utah. IMAQ®fare no longer accepted without prior discussion and
approval from UTSHPO.

Digital copies of théjtah Archaeology Site Form (UABHnual and the associated PDF foyms
generously built and provided by UD@An be founchere. If you have better functionopp UASF forms
that you are willing to share please contact Arie Leeflang (aleeflang@utah.gov)

In addition to the new form, UTSHPO requires submission of a spreadsheet populated with core site
data in a standardized format to populate the sites database. Any site form generator built or used
needs to populate a properly formatted spreadsheet or the user will manually need to enter the
information into atemplate spreadsheet provided by the UTSHRGpreadsheet that explains the
required field structure and example values can be fobhack:

Information regarding the electronic submission requirements of the UASF and other records
submissions can be fourigbre.

Follaving are som@general commentand perspectives by the UTSH&®archaeological site form data
quality:

General CommentdJTSHPO appreciates that site forms submitted as individual pdfs.

1 Site forms should ndte includedas part of the reporPDF Sie forms should be included
separately.

{1 Site forms should be typed and professionally formattethndwritten forms are unacceptable.

1 Concerning the Smithsonian trinomial, we do not require aligi expression of the numeric
component. We prefer no extrzeros be added. For example 42KA111 is the preferred
composition versus 42KA000111.

1 If the site form is an update or addendum of a previously recorded site, it should be clearly
noted next to the site numben brackets (or prominently displayed in théesdlescription)

1 Sites that straddle county boundaries require trmambers-one for each county.
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1LRIjgv3JKwvdNbNmOhPkfXg7POJQLRLp/view?usp=sharing
https://goo.gl/qNedac

Locational Information:There has been some issue as of late with errors in the Legal Description of site
location (Township & Range), but also the UTM doates. Please ensure that this information is

correct before submissiotd TSHPO requires the use of thAD83as the datum used for UTM

coordinates.

Eligibility Statementsit is important to check the appropriate eligibility box on all site forms. ez,

GKS !'¢{1th R2Sa y2i NBO23IyAl S (KS OFi{iS3a2NE dadzy SOI

able to make some type of determinatio8ites that cannot be relocated or were likely destroyed by

LINBGAZ2dza +FOGA2Ya YIe& oS Sh2yzafa RSNER yolb 220N 9t AyAdDH tf Sgh

determination.Within the National Rgister of Historic Places (NRHEHgibilityustification section, the
agencytonsultantshould account for all four of the NRHP Criteria, including a discussion of3h@ sit

AyiSaNrAGed 5h bhe¢ aGraGS KFG GKS 4aridisQaaRbE&E(LRAE

not appropriate to theconsultationprocess. That statement recognizes that the site possessed data
potential, thusmaking iteligible to the NRHRnd that the organization/agency removed its eligibility

RAZNAY 3 AYy@PSYyli2NRBI (Kdza 06SO2YAy3d 2dzR3ISshe.lggad® > | YR

expected that the seven aspects of integrity are included in site eligibility disnag$azation, setting,
workmanship, materials, design, feeling, association) to help in determining NRHP Btatosre
information, including guidance on evaluating cultural resources within their own historic context,
reviewNational Register Bulletid5 How to Apply the National Regqister Criteria

Historical Researctfor sites including historic roads, homesteads, mining claims, ditches, or other
similar resources, it is not only important, but necessary to identify the historical resources corisulted
compile the historical background on a site. Similarly, it is inappropriate to record a site without at least
FOGSYLIWGAY3 a2YS GeLIS 2F KAaAUG2NAROFE NBaSHRDOK G2
examplel KS ARSY(GATKOYEADY Y2E WBAGKAYOGKS OSYyGSN 27
recorded mining district. While that is a possible function, the site form did not discuss how the
determination of a ranching camp was made versus the preponderance of historical evidehee
contrary.There are numerous websites andparson sources that can be consulted to conduct

sufficient historic research (Appendix G).

Site Maps:Consultans and agencies provide a wide variety of quality site maps, but from UTSHPO the
most criti@l information is in regards to the location of this site in space. Submission of a site map with
no spatial reference, or a small site plotted on anything greater than 1:24,000 scale quadrangle, creates
anerror in theUTSHP@atabase. While providing Glifes does alleviate this error, mangnsultans

rely on the site maps the site formto relocate sites on a landscape. Poor site maps create poor data,
and thus poor management. £ S| &S F2f f 2 § Cark@aplicdasRP3actites B T2 NJ a
Archaedogicalw S O2 NR & { tzdh¥ WTSBHEPO2 v & £

1. Reports musincludea clearly definednventoryor archaeological activity are@his activity
area may be different from the APE and the activity area must be depiétagplicable, include a
clearly defired site boundary(ies). Actual defined site boundaries should be portrayed.
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2. Show all relevant data on the map(s). If you have a project map, clearly showenéory area
with inventory intensity differentiatedIf the project encompasses a large arpkease provide a
properly scaled map showing the project in its entirety. Also include maps breaking the project
into smaller areas for map viewing, ensuring the audience will be able to read the information on
the map.

3. All report and site maps shoutdve a relevant BGR4kbase mamnd be scaled appropriale

for future interpretation Thent LJ £ SASYy R &aK2dz R Ay Of dzZRS G(GKS ylIYS
displayed.This does not mean the maps need to be displayed at a 1:24,000cswalle that the

baserap needs to be a USGS 24k map. Map scales larger than 1:24,000 are often preferred.

4. Include clearly defined symbology. Each item of information in the map(s) should have its own,
clear symbology. For example, if you have a canal survey, the canal beadtbred in such a
way to distinguish itself from other linear features in the areay(rivers streams, or roads).

5. The map(s) should have each element of data that is represented in the map symivoéized
directly associated table of contents legend.

6. At a minimum, each map should contain the Utah stapmrt number (e.g.UXXXXXXXXhle
bar (meters for prehistoric sites, and feet and meters for historic sites), scale text, a north arrow
orientation, projection and datum information, legakation, map author, and PLSS or graticule.

TO !'ye& a2dz2NOSR RIFGEF GKIFIG gl a y2i RANBOGEE ONBI
the creator agency, corporation, etc., and the year it was created if available.

Photographic Standards
Digital sibmissions of site and report documents (.pdf) are required. Currently the best way to submit

site photographs digitally is through.jpdf document of the site formrBecause these records must
endure and remain accessible in perpetuity, all records subthitiethis office must be of the best
guality possible and on the best materials possilie encourage additional photos of diagnostic or
unknown types of artifacts, features, or other pertinent views.

Digital Data
Advances in technology and changes ia didcumentation standards in Utah provide an opportunity for
Archaeology Records and UTSHPO to move from afiaped SR G2 + RAIAGIE g2NJ] Ff 2

€106 system allows for a completely digital SHPO consultative process. This new initiative skbuld yie
significant time and cost savings to agencies, archaeological consultants, and private industry working in
Utah by eliminating the need to print and mail SHPO records submissions during the consultative
process.

This initiative will improve efficienat the UTSHPO and the Utah Antiquities Section by streamlining
records intake and ingestion processes by constraining submissions to specified formats and templates.
The need to scan incoming paper records and hegd6&lS digitization will be eliminatefill submitted
records will be required to arrive already prepared for lgagn digital preservation and quick
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ingestion. Please review the UTSHPO Digital Records Submission Requirements dbetsfand
contact Aie Leeflandaleeflang@utah.goy with any questions.

Required Submission Materials Checklist

For all federal and state cultural resources compliance cases, ithaset of required materials that

meet the minimum standardsf completing the review by the UTSHPO. It is the responsibility of the
Agency to ensure that the submitted packet contains all required information per the standards in this
section and throughout this guidance document. Failure to provide the followeiggired information

will likely lead to delays in the review process as the UTSHPO requests the missing materials and
LINE BARSA | F2NX¥If O2Y YiSwichregarts tide8@iay deFickviclock. Wiild Y I G S NR
there should be no deviation to thequired materials, if there is an extenuating circumstance that
requires omission or late submission of a componetgase contact the UTSHB&fore submission to
discussUnless specifically discussed with the reviewer, the UTSHPO doasceptreportsor site
F2NX¥a Ay AG5NIFhGE 2NJ AGCAYlLft S5NFXFaGE F2NXYIFGO

o Consultation Materials
A Agency Letter clearly detailing the project, APE, eligibilities and effect.
A Agency Map of APE
0 Archaeological Report
A SHPO Cover Sheet
A Final Report
A Inventory or Investigation aremapwith varying inventory intensities denoted
0 Archaeological Site Forms
A CompletedUASFArchaeological Site Form(s)
A Site Sketch & Locator Map
A Photographs to UTSHPO Standards
o Digital Datgsee Digital Data Section Above)
A PDFs of all submitted materials
A GlSof inventory areas and site locations
A Spreadsheet wittASH abular Data

Non-Compliance Submissions

The UTSHPO is happy to accept all archaeological site forms and inventory reports regardless of their
status as a compliance case. There are many inssanbere projects were cancelled, volunteers
completed site assessments or documentations, or Agency staff completemlige inventories,

updates and documentationand the resulting records were never submitted. As codified in both state
and federal staite, the UTSHPO is recognized as the central repository for all archaeological and
historical inventory and documentations.

As such, wencourageavocationalists, volunteers, and agency archaeologists to provide copies of this
information for our recordsOf course we prefer that this information is funedithrough the
appropriate landnanaging agency with formal determinations of eligibility, but with extenuating
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circumstanceswe can accept direct submissions. In these cases we prefer that the documanta
adhere to all other pertinent requirements in this guidance document, but understand that some parties
may be incapable or unable to comply due to budget and time constraints.

Non-Compliance Archaeological Sit&stbmissions faarchaeological siteshould be outed

through an appropriate lanthanaging agencgynless there is no archaeologist on staff or the

sites are on private lands. When archaeological sites are submitted directly without formal
determinations of National Register of Historic Pkedgibility from an Agency, the UTSHPO will

FRR GKS&aS (2 UGKS .£TACIA dINS d dnyOKS (SNMRAMSIRI & oA f
eligibility if the site is encountered in a future inventory or undertaklhgs more important to

the UTSHPO toavethese records on file for future projects and planning than to hold

volunteers and avocationalists the high standards reserved for agencies aotsultans.

Non-Compliance InventorieSubmissions for inventories should als®sent through the
responsible land managing agenawless the inventory isn private lands. Any inventory
received willaddto our database, but only those completed by a professional archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of Interior Standards will be indicated as an inirsientory. All others
will be considered a reconnaissance survey, such as rock art inventories by volunteers, etc.

Please contact your UTSHPO and/or Antiquities Restatfdor any queries regarding necompliance
related submissions.

Chapter 6: €106

As of November 27, 2017 the UISHPO strongly recommends that all consultation be submitted via the
internet. Agencyepresentativesnayuse our Salesforebased system tgsubmit consultation under 36

CFR 800 and/or U.C.A89104.0nline consultatiohas many benefits for both thd TSHP@nd the
submitting agency, including but not limited to: reduced #amound time for final consultation, cost
savings from reduced print and mailing costs, handling time efficigramnesgreater public

transparencyA Public Viewer of all current and past consultation may be found on the €106 homepage
at community.utah.gov/e106

€106 Account Creation

All agency officials aragency archeological staff NS Sf A3Ao0f S (2 NBOSAGS FTNBS
€106 systemlf you are unsure whether you currently have an account, or are eligible to receive and

account, please contaélizabethHora

To crede an account use your web browser to navigatedonmunity.utah.gov/e106Fill in the

required fields and indicate whether you are a consultant. Some agencies require mtepe
contractors/consultants to submit official documentation on their behalf. If you are a contractor and are
unsure whether you should submit materials directiyddSHP{please call or email us first. After you

have filled out the required fieldsyotit @ KA G a{ dzoYAGPE [ 2dz g6Aft NBOSAD
email message letting you know your request has been received.
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file:///C:/Users/aleeflang/Downloads/community.utah.gov/e106
mailto:ehora@utah.gov
file:///C:/Users/aleeflang/Downloads/community.utah.gov/e106

The system does not automatically create user accowhiSHPGtaff manuallygenerate accountio
ensure that duplicates are noteated and that appropriate users receive accou@isce your account
is created you will receive a second email with instructions to (re)set your password.

Some notes about account access:

1 UTSHPGtaff do not have your password on file and will neverfaskour password. If you
have lost or forgotten a password please contact us and we will reset your password for you

1 Accounts are linked directly to a person and are not shared among agency colleagues

f LT &2dz ySSR | 00Saa (2 ybumireduestactesSiodrSKPOy a dzf G I 4 A
directly

1 If you change agencies yowst provideyour new position and employendws Qf f Yl 1S GKS
necessary changés your account

e106 Consultation Process

Once you have an e106 account you are immediately able tmgwonsultation to theUTSHPOlhe
full text of the instructions to submit a case via the e106 system may be fiouldpendix G of this
document or atommunity.utah.gov/e106/s/CaseSubmissioninstructions

When an agency representative first logs a new case it generates a Case Number and may be found by
UTSHPGtaff on Salesforc&® | OK ySg O2yadzZ GFdA2y LI O] fedeivelad NI F S NI
GOl as yNXENNdEnat)dThis Case Number is the primary identifier that WESHP@ill use

to track your consultation. When the consultation packet is completely filled out online and the

appropriate documents uploaded (see Appendixtl,user may submit the case foiTSHPO

consultation. The user will receive an email that confirms receipt of the consultation hyTiSelP@nd

notifies them that the 36day clock has begun.

UTSHPGtaff may communicate with the user about their projeatask questions and clarification.
Usually this is done via email sent from the e106 system. Upon completion bfliBEIP@eview an
automated email will be sent to the user with an attached PDF copy of offi€@@HP ©orrespondence.
It is the policy oftte UTSHP®@ send only emailed PDFs and not hard copiddT@HPO
correspondence.

Required File Names and Extensions for e106 Materials

To enable speedy TSHP@©onsultation and ingestion into Antiquities Records, please use the following
flename conventig 8 ® L F &2dzNJ LIN22SO0Qa FAfSa R2 yz2i4d FAG ySI
your friendlyUTSHP@epresentative for assistance.
1 Agency Request Letter (transmittal letteequiredfor all casep
Agency_ConsultationRequest.pdf (e.g. SITLAs@@mtionRequest.pdf)
1 Agency Signature Page
Agency_SHPOsignature.pdf (e.g. BLM_SHPOsignature.pdf)
1 GIS Data
(zipped fileyeport number_GIS.zip (e.g. U17XX1234_GIS.zip)
0 One file for survey data.
A pREPORVUMBER (e.g. pU17XX1234)
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) one file forall site data
A SREPORNUMBER (e.g. sU17XX1234)
1 Site forms
o One PDF/A file for the entire UASF faand photos (photos are to be included as part
of PDF)
o Site number with uppercase letters, no leading zeros (e.g. 42DA123.pdf not
42DA00123.pdf)
o If more than onesite form is being submitted, please put all site form pdfs in a single
zZip file
A reportnumber_SiteForms (e.g. U17XX1234_Siteforms.zip)
1 Archaeology report
) One PDF/A file for the entire repottiTSHP@over Letter, all appendices, photos,
maps, etc shoul be included
A Antiquitiesreport number with uppercase letters (e.g. U17XX1234.pdf)
1 UASF tabular data
o 9EOSt &LINBIRaAKSS(Gs 2yS akKSSi akKz2dzZ R KI @S5 |
A reportnumber _tabular (e.g. U17XX1234_tabular.xlsx)
T Historic buildings forms
) Complete one pdf file, the 106 Historic Site Form Fillabfeget property for historic
building submissions.
A AddressStreetNumber_AddressStreetName_City.pdf (e.g.
123East_45thStreet_Ogden.pdf)

Chapter 7: Conclusion

Guidance documents areganic in nature, and the material will be periodically updated and clarified.
Major changes to this document will result in a mass communication to all agency partners and the
PLPCO permit list. If you see any issues or errors in this docphearte cordict Chris Merrittwith the
comment or request for clarifications. It is important to remember that the point of cultural resource
compliarceis not merely meeting the minimum requirements but taking into accouatdffects of
LINP2SOGa 2y GKS ANNBLI FOSFo6fS LASOSa 27 ! GFKQa LI
affiliation with theUtah landscape and left indelibhearks upon the landscape, afttus is oftentimes
what archaeologists encounter. Altactitioners need to remember that for most archaeological sites
encountered, this is the only time they will be seen by a trained professional that cares about the
information and story left behind in debitage, pottery, cans and bottles. The highestastds of ethical
archaeology is not only expected, but required.
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Appendix A: Historic Research Resources
Sites and artifacts are worth only as much as the context in which they are found and their relations to
other artifacts, featuresand landscapes. A better understanding of human history is the real goal of
archaeology, and to accomplish this lofty go# must place our findings in adequate context. A group
of blasting cans, liquor bottles, and ironstone might be an expected paittesirmining community, but
what if it is found on the fringes of a heavily religious community? That simple change of context can
lead us to completely new frames of reference in our understanding. To build a context, the
archaeologist must understand thmast historic and prehistoric uses of the landscape, and thankfully
historical documents can provide some data in this respect. Historical documents thlough, do not
tell the entire story, which is why artifacts provide that unbiased reflection oéqeal and collective
human action. Listed below are repositories of historical information dinatargely freely available on
the internet and can add to the history of humans in Utah and beyond.

Utah-Specific Online Primary Resources

1 Utah Digital Newpapers
http://digitalnewspapers.org/

1 GLO Survey Plats
http://www.ut.blm.gov/LandRecords/search plats.cfm

1 GLO Homestead Patents
http://www.glorecords.blm.gov/

1 Utah Water Rights Online Database
http://www.waterrights.utah.gov/wrinfo/query.asp

1 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps
http://content.lib.utah.edu/cdm/landingpage/collection/sanbokjp?2

1 Historic Utah Topographic Maps
http://www.lib.utexas.edu/mapégtopo/utah/

1 Historic Utah Maps
http://www.davidrumsey.com/

1 Historic Panoramic Maps (Brigham City, Ogden, Salt Lake City)
http://www.loc.gov/collection/panoramiecmaps/

i Utah State History Online Research Catalog
http://utsl.sirsi.net/

1 Utah State History Online Photo Database
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http://digitalnewspapers.org/
http://www.ut.blm.gov/LandRecords/search_plats.cfm
http://www.glorecords.blm.gov/
http://www.waterrights.utah.gov/wrinfo/query.asp
http://content.lib.utah.edu/cdm/landingpage/collection/sanborn-jp2
http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/topo/utah/
http://www.davidrumsey.com/
http://www.loc.gov/collection/panoramic-maps/
http://utsl.sirsi.net/uhtbin/cgisirsi/?ps=K9NFRNVLhd/HISTORY/230870043/60/1182/X

http://history.utah.qgov/research and collections/photos/index.html

i Utah Cemeteries and Burials Database
http://history.utah.gov/research and collections/cemeteries/index.html

1 Utah Death Certificates (19aD61)
http://www.archives.utah.qgov/research/indexes/20842.htm

1 Utah Birth Certificates (1931911)
http://www.archives.utah.gov/digital/81443.htm

1 Utah Animal Brand Books (Possible Use in Identifying Arborglyphs or Historic Rock Art)
http://www.archives.utah.gov/digital/540.htm

1 Trails of Hope: Overland Diaries and Letters
http://overlandtrails.lib.byu.edu/

I Utah Rails.net
http://utahrails.net/

1 Utah American Indian Digital Archive
http://utahindians.org/archives/

National Online Primary Source Databases

1 National Register of Historic Places Database & Research
http://www.nps.gov/nr/research/

1 HABS/HAER Database
http://memory.loc.gov/ammem/collections/habs haer/placeU.html

1 Clearinghouse for Free and Subscriptiomé&dogy Resources
http://www.accessgenealogy.com/utah/

T USGenWeb Archives
http://usgwarchives.net/ut/utfiles.htm

1 Freely Accessible U.S. FederalsterRecords (1790930)
http://archive.org/details/us census

1 Indian Population Schedules (188940)
http://archive.org/details/us census
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http://history.utah.gov/research_and_collections/photos/index.html
http://history.utah.gov/research_and_collections/cemeteries/index.html
http://www.archives.utah.gov/research/indexes/20842.htm
http://www.archives.utah.gov/digital/81443.htm
http://www.archives.utah.gov/digital/540.htm
http://overlandtrails.lib.byu.edu/
http://utahrails.net/
http://utahindians.org/archives/
http://www.nps.gov/nr/research/
http://memory.loc.gov/ammem/collections/habs_haer/placeU.html
http://www.accessgenealogy.com/utah/
http://usgwarchives.net/ut/utfiles.htm
http://archive.org/details/us_census
http://archive.org/details/us_census

1 Google Boks (many primary/secondary Utah historic resources are digitized)
http://books.google.com/

1 Archive.org (many free digitized historic volumes)
http://archive.org/detais/texts

Secondary Resources

1 Utah Historical Quarterly Online Database
http://utahhistory.sdlhost.com/

I Utah Architecture Guide
http://history .utah.gov/architecture/index.html

1 National Register Bulletins and Publications
http://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/index.htm#bulletins

1 Vernacular Architecture Online Bibliography
http://resources.umwhisp.org/vafbib.htm

1 Society for Historical Archaeology (#2607 Journal articles are free)
http://www.sha.org/publications/pubsexplorer/default.cfm

Utah Institutions with Online Digital Archives

1 Mountain West Digital Library
http://mwdl.org/
**This resource also searches Utah State History, and the digital collectior&bahd
BYU

1 Utah State University Digital Collections
http://diqgital.lib.usu.edu/

1 Weber State University Digital Collections
http://dc.weber.edu/

1 University of Utah Digitalollections
http://www.lib.utah.edu/collections/digitalCollections.php

1 Brigham Young University Digital Collections
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http://archive.org/details/texts
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http://history.utah.gov/architecture/index.html
http://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/index.htm#bulletins
http://resources.umwhisp.org/vafbib.htm
http://www.sha.org/publications/pubsexplorer/default.cfm
http://mwdl.org/
http://digital.lib.usu.edu/
http://dc.weber.edu/
http://www.lib.utah.edu/collections/digitalCollections.php

http://lib.byu.edu/digital/

1 Utah Valley University Digital Archives
http://contentdm.uvu.edu/index.php

1 Southern Utah University Digital Archives
http://www.li.suu.edu/page/specialdigital-collectionsdigitalarchives

Historic GIS Databases

1 Historic Aerial Imagery: 193852 (Majority in 1941)
http://qgis.utah.gov/data/utah-sgid-imageserver/

9 Historic Districts in Utah
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.gov/UtahSGID Vector/UTM12 NADS83/HISTORY/UnpackagedData/Hi

storicDistrcts/ Statewide/

1 Lake Bonneville Extent
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.qov/UtahSGID Vector/UTM12 NAD83/WATER/UnpackagedData/His

toricLakeBonnelle/ Statewide/
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http://lib.byu.edu/digital/
http://contentdm.uvu.edu/index.php
http://www.li.suu.edu/page/special-digital-collections-digital-archives
http://gis.utah.gov/data/utah-sgid-image-server/
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.gov/UtahSGID_Vector/UTM12_NAD83/HISTORY/UnpackagedData/HistoricDistricts/_Statewide/
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.gov/UtahSGID_Vector/UTM12_NAD83/HISTORY/UnpackagedData/HistoricDistricts/_Statewide/
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.gov/UtahSGID_Vector/UTM12_NAD83/WATER/UnpackagedData/HistoricLakeBonneville/_Statewide/
ftp://ftp.agrc.utah.gov/UtahSGID_Vector/UTM12_NAD83/WATER/UnpackagedData/HistoricLakeBonneville/_Statewide/

Appendix B: Fee Schedule for Antiquities Record s

Procedures and Charges for Using the Archaeological Records at the Antiquities Section Utah
Division of State History
(Effective 7/1/18)

The Utah State Legislature has set fees forube of the archaeological records at the Antiquities
Section of the Utah Division of State History (Antiquities). Fees collected are used to maintain and
upgrade the filing system to improve ease of use and quality of data for the consultants and agencies
that rely on the files. Fees and access restrictions are made in accordance with State of Utah
Government Records Access and Management Act (GRAMA). All onsite record searches require an
appointment.

The archaeological records at Antiquities are avail&dieise by all State of Utah PLPCO PI permit
holders, staff working directly with such permit holders, and for qualified individuals working for
land management agencies with Antiquities data sharing agreements. All users must complete our
current user ageement.

Onsite file useif needed, please contact the Antiquities Archaeology Records office at
archrecords@utah.gatw schedule a time to use the files (by appointment only). Be prepared to
provide a desdption of your project area (legal description, shapefile, or USGS 24k topographic map)
so the GIS database can be consulted in advance if desired (see charges below). We recommend
planning your visit at least one week in advance.

Onssite recordsuse(per person)$25.00 per%zhour
Copycharge0.20ea

Scarcharge:Free

No show/latefee: $60.00

GIS file search:

Upon request, Antiquities staff can complete a GIS search based upon your project area (please
provide legal description, shapefile, or map bas@dn a USGS 24k topographic map). A GIS search
will provide you with a basic list of sites and projects within your specified &i&searches are
recommendedbut not required, beyond an external Preservation Pro application search due to
occasional reords issues that may not be apparent in the system. Please make the request at least
one working day in advance of your arrival.

GlSile search: $15.00 per 15ninutes
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GIS Data Cuts

With changes in policy, starting July 1, 2016, Antiquities will offev data cuts from the Sego

geospatial dataset. Cuts will be assessed on a PLSS section basis and be clipped to a maximum one
mile buffer. All data cuts will carry a restricted use license. Current data cuts will have limited
attributes but planned dathase revisions hope to further empower the spatial dataset and add value
for GIS users.

GlSDataCut: $15.00 persection

Mail or Telephone Requests:

Due to lack of adequate funding, we are unable to provide literature search services for customers
unableto travel to our offices. Please contact us for additional information.

Billing: Due to changes in policy, Antiquities is no longer able to bill for literature search charges.
Payment will be due at the time of service. Payment will be made via cegditrc a secure online
store provided by the Department of Heritage and Arts.

Sego (previously Preservation Pro):

Our online literature search application, Sego, is available to PLPCO PI Permit holders and qualified
individuals working for land managingencies with Antiquities data sharing agreements.

Subscriptions and access are held on an individual user level. Associated fees are collected and
managed by our parent agency, the Utah Department of Heritage and Arts. Subscriptions run on the
state fis@l year (July 1 to June ®80and cannot be prorated. For access information please contact
archrecords@utah.gov

1-2 users: $200
3 users: $300
4 users: $400
Unlimited users: $500
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Appendix C: Linear Sites Effects Guidance
Introduction
Linear sites are perhaps some of the most commonly encountered cultural resources in
Utah due to not only their ubiquity but also their length. Linear sites can include a wide
variety of types that are joed by a common themd@hey are longer than wide and can
include roads, railroads, canals, ditches, trails, power lines, telephone, and telegraph lines.
Given the significance of water conveyance, transportation, and communication
infrastructure to the setement of the American West, with Utah being no exception, many
of these sites (historic properties) are listed on, or determined eligibtehe National
Register of Historic Places. These sites present a unique suite of issues when encountered
duringA Yy @Sy (1 2NEBX odzi GKS ' dFK tNRFSaarAzylf ! NOKI
Recording Guidance helps to formalize a professionally sanctioned and standardized means
of recordation. While the Linear Sites Guidance helps to standardize the recordéftiois
by consultans and agencies, determining effects to this site type under 36CFR800 remains a
moving target, with difficult and sometimes varying interpretations.

In hopes of providing federal and state agencies with some guidance for determiféntse

for undertakings involving linear sites, this document attempts to outline some of the most
commonly seen types of activities affecting linear sites as seen by the Utah State Historic

Preservation Office (UTSHPO) through the federal Section 10égsro€the National

Historic Preservation Act, or its state equivalent codified in Utah Title 9, Chapter 8, Section
404 (or more commonly known as Utah Cod&404).

UTSHPO does not possess ahdase rubric for determining adverse effects, with eaabec
viewed contextually. This document is not the end of consultation, but is provided to
merely outline some of the more common effects with thoughts on how to adequately
determine if the proposed action will have an Adverse Effect (36CFR800.5) tor&chist
property. UTSHPO urges agencies emkultans to converse witlits staff before
submitting formal consultation to help determine if an undertaking will have an adverse
effect on a historic property. Many times the UTSHPO will have more informatiariinear
feature and may help agencies to work through other options for their undertakings.

Determination of Effect for Linear Site

l'a adALMzZ I GSR AY oc/ Cwynndpdélkodomouz |y | ROSNAER
may alter, directly orindireét@ = Fye& 2F (KS OKI NI} OGSNRaidaoda 2+
GKIFIG ¢2dd R RAYAYAAK (GKS AyGdSaNride 2F (GKS LINE

G2N] YI YAKALE FSStAy3a 2N Faaz20Al A2y dé ¢eLISa

36CFR800.5(a)(dinclude physical destruction, alterationdonsistent with the Secretaigf

the InteriorQ &tandards, moving of property from its original location, change of the

OKI N} OGSNI 2F (KS LINPLISNIE&Qa dzaS O2yG4NROdziAy3

neglect, or transfer out of public ownership or control. Most of these criteria of adverse
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effect apply to linear sites, except the movement of a historic property from its historic
location, unless discussing a feature within a historic property.

Most linear sites are eligible or listed for the NRHP under Criteria A or C, sometimes B, and

NI NBfeé 5 1'a addzOKXZ (GKS RSUGSNXYAYLFGA2Y 2F STFFTS
effecton the integrity criteria most relevant for its significance. NatidRagister Bulletin 15

(1991:44) outlines the seven aspects of integrity for a historic propiertjuding location,

design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Further, for a historic

LINR LISNIi @ (2 NB(Ll Ay ssksysedmiNIdivdually tostdob thefabpeckst ¢ | & &
but for each property type there is likely different criteria focus. The most important

Integrity for linear features, which are commonly eligible under A and C, should be location,

design, materials, andsgociation.

In order to adequately gauge the most important integrity criteria, the proponent must

identify the essential physical features of the property, whether these features are visible, is

the site comparable to others of the same type, and wlaspects of integrity are the most

important (National Register Bulletin 1991:45). Modifications to these essential physical

features that comprise the integrity of the linear site is potentially an adverse effect,

dependent on the magnitude of such altei@is to the overall system. Perhaps the most

critical integrity issue is the visibility of the essential physical features for properties eligible

2N f AAGSR dzy RSN/ NAGSNRF 'z .3 2N/ & 'a y24S
enough to convey the significance. This means that even if a property is physically intact,

AGa AYyOSaANRGE A& [dSadAz2ylofS AT Ada aA3ayrATai
Bulletin 15:46).

In the case of a historic home, defining and assessing all of teatedgphysical features is
relatively easy in both a spatial and logistical sense. Linear sites, due to their unique nature,
preclude the easy ability of assessing the entire system, especially when an undertaking may
intersect only a small portion of autti-mile long property. It is still possible to define the
essential physical features of a linear site from 1) previous recordings (if any exist), 2)
historical documentation, and 3) visual inspection within and outside the Area of Potential
Effects. WHe undertakings generally only provide a snapshot of an entire linear site, it is
important to think about, and assess for, the entire system with all due diligence. Generally,
most linear features have been at least partially recorded in the State ¢f, dtal these
recordings should contain some information to allow agencies informed decisions on the
overall system.

The one unifying aspect of linear sites is that they allowed the transmission or passage of
something, whether water, electricity, commuiaitions, or humans. Thus, the most

essential physical features of these sites would be how each site type allowed transit of the
associated use. Eatihear site typgroad, railroad, canal, ditch, telephone/telegraph line,
power line, trails, etc.) willdve essential characteristics different than the other site types
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(head gatesn a canal system versus trestles for a railroad) and need to be viewed
contextually. Within each site typéhere will be further differentiation on a specific

LINE LIS NJi iy Oréaracke@stics. ok instance, the Willard Canal, a 1950s construction in
the Weber Basin will have differing physical characteristics than the 1860s New Harmony
canal system in southern Utah. These characteristics will be reflective of the temporal
period of significance through the technology and engineering used, and available, at the
time of construction. Identifying these essential physical features is of paramount concern.
Making this assessment difficult is the fact that the linear feature itsgderhaps the most
visible feature, whether it be an opefaced earthen canal, a raised railroad berm, or trail
ruts and swales.

As all historic properties at@ctively constructedultural manifestationsmanyhave been

altered over the course of itsistory, in both minor and major ways. This is why it is such an
AYLRNIFYy(d aGSLI G2 RSTFAYS GKS LINRPLISNI & Qa LISNA
characteristics before determination of effect. For instance, if the historic dirt road

connecting theamines of Mammoth and Eureka in Juab County is considered for eligibility,

the first question is whether it retains its period of significance (in this case example 1865

1930s). Inspection of historic maps, newspaper articles and photographs illustratabeh

road does retain its original course (integrity of location) still connects to the active and

inactive mine workings of both communities (integrity of associatiBufas ithas been

widened and paved in the 1970s (loss of integrity of materiatd@sign), the site is likely

not eligible for the NRHP. However, if the road had beegresled and slightly widened in

the 1920s to accommodate automobile traffic, but still retdrintegrity under location,

setting, feeling, and association, with omhynor changes to integrity of workmanship,

materials, and design, then the propemyould still likelybe eligible to the NRHP as the
Y2ZRAFAOI 0A2ya 6SNB GAGKAY (GKS LISNA2R 2F aiidy
integrity.

Defining theperiod of significance and essential physical features is particularly important
when assessing proposals to modify or maintain historic linear site properties. For instance,
dredging of a historic earthen canal for routine maintenance is likely not aerseleffect,

as this would have occurred during the historic period (as long as the modern technology
employed to complete the dredging does not alter the physical characteristics beyond
historic integrity). Another example could be thepaving of a hi®ric segment of the

Victory Highway. huse sections of the Victory Highway have likely beepaeed dozens of
times during the period of significance and further paving might not have an adverse effect.
However, if the proposed paving also widens thadignificantly, then there could be an
adverse effect to the essential physical characteristics.

Perhaps one of the most common means of agencies and proponents circumventing an
I ROSNBES STFTSOU RSUSNNAYI GA2Y cond NRKE&i dziBe 2F &
segments of a linear site. These terms are brought, whether properly or improperly, over
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from guidance regarding National Register Historic Districts. In this context, nominators
identify those buildings, sites, structures or objects, withirisadmic district that add to the
historical significance of an area (contributing) or those features that do not (non
contributing). In principle, this concept can be applied though the mechanisms are not as
clearly outlined given that most linear sitesaecorded as sites, not as official districts. For
AyaidlyO0Sz a2yYS 3Sy0OasSa 02y iSyR GKIG | onnQ
lined with concrete and structural elements removed or replaced outside the period of
significance does not reitaintegrity, and thus this segment does not contribute to the
overall integrity of the property. Use of contributing and roontributing language

presents several difficulties beyond the bureaucratic use in historic districts, but also how
many nonrcontributing sections of a linear site is actually evidence of an overall lack of
integrity for the entire system. Further, given the nature of most undertakings intersecting
only small portions of large linear sites, it is nearly impossible to adequatelyndieter
whether the contributing/norcontributing argument has merit in relation to the whole
system.

Overall, when assessing the effect of a proposed undertaking on a linear site, it is first
necessary to define the areas of significance (Criteria A,d,0}, the period of

significance, and identification of the essential physical features. If the proposed
undertaking will affect even a small portion of the essential physical feattlves there is
likely a need to discuss the potential for adverseet$. There is no rubric for how much of

a linear site neesltobe affected to be considered an adverse effécipély a contextual
discussion based on the aboweferenced integrity and significance issues in opposition to
the proposed actionThe bllowing is a breakdown of common linear site issues by site type
for further specific guidance.

ResourceSpecific Effects
a. Canals/Ditches

Piping:
1) Subterranean Pipeline: Installation of a subterranean pipeline within an earthen
canal/ditch, without pernanently altering the shape, form, and design of said canal
Aa 3IASYySNrtfte | OOSLIISR Fa | ab2 ! RGSNAS 9F
canal may not flow water in the same manner as historically, an analogy could be
the eligibility of a house thas abandoned. While the primary function of the house
was for sheltering human occupants, the abandonment of the home does not
constitute a change in its eligibility. In the same way, canals served as a water
delivery method to satisfy agricultural and m@antial needs, but abandonment
(either through alteration of water conveyance method (piping versus-i@eing)
or through disuse in general) does not automatically preclude its eligibility. More
specifically, a new subterranean pipeline continues tissoric process of water
RSt AGSNE GAGKAY GKS OFylfkRAGOK O2NNAR2NE
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2)

|l ROSNES 9FFSOG¢ RSGSNNWAYFGAZ2Y | LILX ASa
modified in physical appearance by installation of a pipeline.

Thewidening/narrowing/filling of a feature beyond its historical scope to
accommodate a small/large diameter pipe could be considered an adverse effect. In
cases of a concretined canal, the disturbance of the lining for installation of a
subterranean pipkne is likely an adverse effect.

Surface fisert or laydown) Pipeline: In many cases, proponents and agencies install
pipe within the earthen or concrete canal/ditch as a means of avoiding of adverse
effect. This discussion only covers pipe that is@iawithin the canal/ditch without

any significant ground disturbance or the introduction of fill to cover said pipe.
Installation of a pipeline within the linear feature, in cases where it does not
physically alter the shape, form, and design of canaldenerally been accepted as

I ab2 ! ROSNAS 9FFSOUGéd LY [ RRAGAZ2YS |
removed and restore the feature to its original condition. A surface pipeline
installation does have the potential to adversely affect the féaBiQa @A & dz f
particularly the integrity considerations of feeling, setting, and design. Care must be
taken to assess the potential for effects for each individual historic property.
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Piping lllustraticns

Fig. 1: Earthen Ditch in its
historic form, still flowing

water.

BEST

Fig. 2: Earthen Ditch in its
historic form, with a buried
and filled modern water
pipeline.

ACCEPTABLE

Fig. 3: Earthen Ditch in its
historic form, with a
modern pipeline placed
within feature.

POTENTIAL
ADVERSE EFFECT

Fig. 4: Earthen Ditch no
longer visible by introduc-
tion of fill to bury modern

water pipeline,

_

ADVERSE EFFECT
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Lining:

1)

2)

Replacement: In the instances where an exishiggoric lining, whether concrete or

plastic is being replacéd-] A Y R GKS dzy RSNIF{Ay3 tA1Ste& N
determination. It is important to consult with the Utah SHPO to determvhat

I Ol dzk £ £ & OrlyMiR® dNSSLIEsloiy Vg ol instarice, the

technology employed for pouring and forming durihg original installationand

the resultant visual appearance of historic concrete is potentially significantly

different than modern applications.

Historic lining shoul be as closely mimicked as possible to avoid altering the historic
LINRLISNIASAaQ LIKe@aAOlf | LIISKENIyYyOSs GKdza GKS
feeling. Connected actions to a-liaing undertaking such as the removal of

contributing canal/ditch feattes (e.ghead gatesdiversions, takeuts, bridges,

culverts, etc.)couldb®2 Yy & A RSNB R | y thaslitR &nfadinSo 9 FFSOG & T
analyze all aspects of the proposed action.

New Installation: Installation of a concrete lining into a contributingiparof a

previously earthen canal/ditch historic property should almost always result in an

G! ROSNES 9FFSOG¢ RSOUSNNAYIGA2Yy® [AYyAy3d 27
affects the integrity of materials and design, and potentially affects its feeling

workmanship, and association. Use of different lining material, such as heavy duty

L FadAOa akKz2dzZ R Ffaz2 tA|1Ste NBaddZ G Ay |y
SEOSLIiAzy O2dZ R 6S YIRS F2NJ Iy &! ROSNBES 9
relatesto the extension/expansion of a pxisting lining.

In many cases, road crossings resulted in the installation of linings associated with

culverts or abutments before advent of the National Historic Preservation Act and

Section 106 Review Process. #ldigion, private individuals and organizations such

as a Water Conservatiddistrict, whichare not reponsible under Section 106ight

have installed a lining without consultation. If an undertaking is proposing to expand

a preexisting lining, and the ne disturbance is small in scope, there is a potential

G2 F@2AR Iy ! ROSNES 9FFSOG¢ RSOSNNAYI GAZ2
the overall integrity of the linear system to adequately determine the cumulative

effects of this action.
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Some canals and ditches were
constructed with concrete lining,
while others had a concrete lining
added during the historic period. The
photo on the left, for example, is the
construction of the Brigham Canal in
1935 with a concrete lining.
Understanding he historic context of
the canal, its construction design an(
modification will help with effects
determinations.

A02NE LIK2G23aINI LK 02ttt SO

Filing:

1

2)

New Filling: New proposals to fill in lengths of linear canals/ditches should likely
Ffgle&a NBadAZdG Ay |y a! ROSNBRS 9FFSOi¢e
significantly alter the physical appearance of the historic propdite flling of a
water conveyance feature will adversely affect several aspects of integrity most
prominently the design, feeling, association, and workmanship. Most importantly,
filling will effectively erase this historic feature and has the potential to affect the
integrity of an entire historic landscape and associated properties. There is no
current rubric for how much filling activity will adversely affect the integrity of a
historic property either in a linear foot @percentage of the overall system, thus
proponentsneedto consult withthe Utah SHPO to discuss their undertaking and
potential to effect.
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Expansionof P EA &G AYy3 CAffAYy3IY hyte 2yS SEOSLIIA
9FFSOG¢ RS it NIYid of & histbriz yanafdidd,)and relates toet
extension/expansion of a prexisting disturbance. In many cases, road crossings or
building constructions resulted in the filling of portions of a canal/ditch before

advent of the National Historic Preservation Act and Section 106 Review Process. In
addition, private individuals and organizations such as a Water Conservation District
that are not responsible under the Section 106, might have filled in these features
without consultation. If an undertaking is proposing to expand agxisting filled

portion of a canal/ditch, and the new disturbance is small in scope, there is a
LRGSYGALE G2 | @2AR Fy &! ROSNBRS 9FFSOG¢
to assess the overall integrity of the linear system to adequately determine the
cumulative dfects of this action. If the expansion of fill is small in scope, does not tip
the scale of a cumulative effect determination, and does not result in any burying of
contributing historic features (e.pead gatesculverts, etcY G KSy LISNXI LJa |
Adved S 9FFSO0G¢é¢ RSGSNNAYIFGAZ2Y A& F LILINR LINR I ¢

¢
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CrossCultting:

1)

2)

3)

Under: Perhaps one of the most common means of running pipeline past a historic

linear feature, whether a canal/ditch, road/railroad, or historic treslthe use of

boring technology. In this instar, heavy equipment directionally bore the

pipeline/conduit underneath a prexisting feature without ever disturbing any

portion of the historic property. This is the most Utah SHPO supported form of

avoiding adverse effects for installation of pipelimesconduits, and should be the

first option weighed by project proponents. Boring underneath historic linear
FSIFGdz2NBa aKz2dzZ R Ffy2ad Fftglea 06S RSUSNNAY

A 2 4 oA o~

SOSY ab2 1 AaG2NRAO t NPLISNIIASE ! FFSOGSR:®

Over: A common undertakindpat involves historic canals/ditches is the crossing

over of these features by a variety of different methods including pipelines, bridges,

roads, and power lines. Generally, if the proposed undertaking does not physically

affect any portion of the lineafeature, A G A& fA{1Ste@& | ab2 ! RASNA
determination. For most canals/ditches the historical setting and purposes included

bridge and road crossings and other forms of development associated with opening

up a new area for settlement through irrigatioHowever, this should always be

analyzed for overall and cumulative effects to the ability of the feature to convey its
historical significance. Another question for the proponent and agency is what other

types of crossings (modern or historic) currerghyst for the canal/ditch?

Undertakings that cover a significant portion of a ditch/canal with bridges, roads, or

other disturbances is visually obscuring the feature as much as filling in with soil and
g2dZ R SR LRGSYGALl ff &natibg Efforyshauld RGSNARS 9 FF
focused on constructing crossings that are at least compatible with the historical

setting, or designing a ngmermanent solutiongomething thatcan be removed

without affectingthe canal/ditch at a later date). Generally, poviees, cell phone

towers, or other undertakings with a potential adverse visual effect to historic

properties should not affect canals/ditches.

Through: Perhaps the least common method for running pipeline or conduit

through linear features is cuttingrectly through a ditch/canal through its side

walls and berms and burying benedtte historic bottom of feature. This should be

0KS tlLad 2LWGA2y @SGGSR T2NJ adzOK |y dzy RSNI
9FFSOG¢ dzy RSNI I 1 A Y Dredeatidd lof KB hisko#ic pyéiedies I A FSy
integrity. Trenching heavy equipment might cut a swath several feet wide through a
canal/ditch in order to lay a pipeline/conduit. While boring under the feature would

be the preferred option, Utah SHPO understantdattthis could be a cost

prohibitive process for some undertakings.
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Cutting through an historic earthen canal poses some relatively easy repairs to avoid

Fy ! ROSNERS 9FFSO0G¢ RS dcBmandtyelsideinalgand L F G KS
berm of the eartlen canal/ditch after trenching without permanently affecting its

F2NXI RS&aA3IYysS 2N aKIF LIS GKSYy dab2 ! ROSNAS
determination. However, if the trenching is to disturb contributing historic lining or

features than a different assessmtewill need to be made in regards to effects. Any

proposed bridges or other types of crossings that will require construction of

abutments, wingwalls, or stanchions within the side wall or berm of the canal, thus
RANBOGE & | FFSOUG AT IS TS Falika2NIE (R 0ASy { §/3 Naw! G
determination, as the disturbance is permanently altering several aspects of

integrity. Again, these types of disturbances are contextual and will require the

proponent andthe responsible agency to determine if tidésturbance is an adverse

effect given the size of the canal/ditch, any associated features that might be

affected, if the segment is contributing to the overall eligibility, or other factors.

Feature Replacement and/or Installation

1)

2)

Replacement: Gals anl ditches are a mixtureeplacement of features within a
historic property needs to first be analyzed through a lens of contributing; non
contributing, and ouf-period, similar to buildings in a historic neighborhood. The
eligibility determination of thehistoric property should delineate the period of
significance, of which all further discussions should follow. Contributing features
would be thosehead gatesdiversions, pump stations, or other structural elements
that were constructed within the periodf significance and retain integrity. Non
contributing elements could be those features that were constructed during the
period of significance but have been significantly altered, or were not critical to the
operation of the linear feature. Finally, cof-period features are those elements of
a canal/ditch that were constructed, generally after, the period of significance.

Removal or replacement of nexontributing or outof-period structural elements of

I OFylft k RAGOK aK2dZ RTFSOEE eRBASNRAYI ab2y O
hand, replacement, removal, or modification of contributing elements might be an

4! ROSNES 9FFSO0Gés AT GKS dzyRSNIIF1Ay3a OKLYy
features to convey overall significance. Thus, replaceroéatsinglehead gate

YAIKG y24d 0SS Iy a! ROSNES 9FFSOGe o8& AGasSt

remaining contributindhead gatesand the undertaking would further remove these

examples, thenitis likely OdzYdzt I G A @S a! ROSNARS 9FFSOGE D

Installation: Installation of new features, without replacement, does not necessarily

reflect an automatic adverse effect determination. In many instances the
Ayaillttraazy 2F ySé FSIFGdz2NBEa O2YLI GAo6fS &
enhance, or contine, the aspects of historical integrity that make the site
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significance. For instance, constructing a new culvert under a historic road to
prevent damage through flooding and blewts could be a positive effect for the
longterm integrity of the histori@roperty. This is dependent, of course, if the new
construction is irkeeping with the historic nature of the site and meets the
Secretary of Interior Standards. For example, efforts to install new culverts on a
historic dirt road with existing stone cu@its could avoid an adverse effect
determination by use of a stone fagade similar to the historic example to cover the
modern steel culvert installation under the road bed. Similar to most other linear
sites issues, installation of new features warrantse@id consideration and
discussions with UTSHPO staff.

Maintenance

1) Dredging: Both earthen and concrelieed canals/ditches require periodic removal
of organic and notrganic material that flows dsintentionally dumped into the
linear feature. Irthe case of concretdined canals, there is rarely an issue with this
type of routine maintenance. Similarly, the use of a dredging operation in an
earthen canal is in keeping with the historic maintenance activities of that feature,
as long as the activity @s not significantly alter the historic nature of the property.
For instance, if dredging activity, with modern technology, significantly alters the
width of the feature beyond its design during the period of significance, than there
might be a need for dermination of adverse effect. Regardless, most dredging
activity will not adversely affect the essential physical characteristics of a canal or
ditch. Beyond dredging and breaches, canals and ditches require routine
maintenance to remove debris capturedspillways, takeuts, and debris captures.
General cleaning of this material without directly affecting any physical features is
not normally considered an adverse effect.

2) Blow-Outs/Breaches: In cases where there is a breach of an earthen canal, an
advese effect has already occurred by its nature. Stabilization of a breached berm,
and subsequent reconstruction, if accomplished in a historically compatible fashion
in keeping with the Secretary of Interior Standards, should not be commonly
determined an dverse effect. If the breached berm, after repair, was repaired with
the same materials, maintaining the same shape, form, and design, then the
segment will likely retain integrity. In opposition, however, if an earthen berm is
breached and repaired withoured concrete (which would not be advisable given
the potential sideeffects of such installation to the overall structural integrity of a
system), then the essential physical features of the site (an earthen berm) will have
been significantly affectedyithis undertaking.

3) Repairs: Canals/ditches will always require repairs of many of the physical features
of the linear site in addition to the routine cleaning/dredging activity or the
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emergency repair of breaches. Repair activity could include maintenahhead
gates and apparatus, takauts, diversions, and any bridge or pipeline abutments
that intersect the linear site. Repair of physical features that date to the period of
significance should be carefully vetted for determinations of effect. While
replacement of screws, bolts or application of grease to a 18éasd gateare
necessary, care must be taken not to adversely affect the integrity by introducing
components that are not compatible with the historic nature of the feature.
Generally, routingepairs of historic features of a canal or ditch will not be an
adverse effect unless the proposed action alters the integrity of the feature and its
ability to convey the period of significance.

Utah State History, Salt Lake City Engineers Photograp ™ — : _
Collection, Mss C 601, Photo number 00004. Periodic dredging of canals is a facet ol

the historical maintenance of all ditches
and canals, and should rarely be
considered an adverseffect, and should
not be considered an activity that
destroyed integrity historically.
Dredging is a necessary part of canal &
ditch maintenance, such as this 1916
barge and steam shovel work on the
Surplus Canal in Salt Lake County.
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Appendix D: Historic Building Form
Form and otheinformation is available herduttp://heritage.utah.gov/history/buildingsurveys
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http://heritage.utah.gov/history/building-surveys

1 IDENTIFICATION

Name of Property:
Address:

City, County:

Current Owner Name:

Current Owner Address:

HISTORIC SITE FORM aosn)

UTAH STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

Legal Description (include acreage):

2 STATUS/USE

Property Category
_ building(s)

_ Structure

__ site

__object

3 DOCUMENTATION

Photos: Dates
_ slides:
__prinis:

__ historic:

Drawings and Plans
___measured floor plans

__site sketch map

__Historic American Bidg. Survey
__original plans available at:

other:

Bibliographical References (books, articles, inferviews, etc.)

Evaluation
__eligible/contributing

__ineligible/non-contributing

___out-of-period

Twnshp Section:
UTM:

USGS Map Name & Date:

Range

Tax Number:

Use
Original Use:

Current Use:

Research Sources (check ail sources consulted, whether useful or not)
__abstract of title

__tax card & photo

__building permit

sewer permil

__Sanborn Maps
__obituary index

___city directories/gazetteers

__census records
__ biographical encyclopedias

newspapers

___city/county histories
__personal interviews

__ USHS Library

__ USHS Preservation Files
__USHS Architects File
___LDS Family History Library
__local library:

___university library(ies):

Attach copies of all research notes, title searches, obituaries, and so forth.

Researcher/Organization:
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Date:
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